Results from some metabolic rate measurements were given incorrectly. This a¡ects only the magnitude of changes reported, and does not change the signi¢cance of the di¡erences or the conclusions.
The sixth sentence of the abstract should read: The reduction in functional components is re£ected in a lowering of the basal metabolic rate by 42%. ½ 3(b) on p.193 should read:
The reduced lean body mass upon arrival was re£ected in much lower BMR values in China than Australia (¢gure 3). Total BMR was 42% lower after migration (sexes combined, 1.85 W in Australia and 1.08 W in China, n 5 for both samples; t 8 À4:89, p 0:001). Compared with the birds from China, the Australian birds had large fat stores, and as fat contributes little to overall metabolic rate, we calculated mass-speci¢c metabolic rates per kilogram of lean fresh tissue (equal to lean dry tissue/0.3). Mass-speci¢c BMR was 32% lower in China (16.2 W kg 71 in Australia and 11.1W kg 71 in China; t 8 À3:76, p 0:007). 
